To the Editor:-Recently, the JGIM published an interesting article by Fluit et al. on the systematic review of clinical teaching assessment instruments. They searched various databases from 1976 through March 2010 and ultimately selected 32 instruments. Unfortunately, their search strategy (available online) failed to detect the Systematic Evaluation of Teaching Qualities (SETQ) instrument. We want to correct this omission in the review since the SETQ is the most widely used clinical teaching assessment instrument in the Netherlands, and the development, validation and feasibility details of the SETQ instruments have been published in both English and Dutch literature. Although the completeness of a systematic review can never be assured nor expected, researchers must remain vigilant when reading the results. We took a closer look at the search strategy used by Fluit et al. Seemingly self-evident and relevant terms particularly favoured by North American journals in this field of research such as 'assessment', 'faculty', 'learning', and 'teaching standards' were not part of the search strategy. We must then be cautious in accepting the completeness of the review even within the limits of the authors' disclaimer in their "limitations of this study".
